
2-11~75. Introduced by PAUL BARDEN

75-280

1 ORDINANCE NO. 2564

2

3 AN ORDINANCE relating to gambling; placing
a tax on the operation of so~Lal card games;

4 adding a new section to Ordinance 2041 and
K.C.C. 12.54.

5

6 BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:

.7 ~EW SECTION. SECTION 1. There is hereby levied upon all

8 persons, associations, and organizations who have been duly

9 licensed to operate social card games under the provisions of

10 R.C.W. 9.46.030 (1), (3), a tax per year as follows:

11 a). $1000 for the operation of such card games;

12 plus,

13 b). An amount equal to 10% of the annual gross

14 receipts exceeding $10,000.

15 INTRODUCED AND READ FOR the first time this _____________

16 day of , 1975.

17 PASSED this __________ day of ___________________ , 1975.

18

19 * KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY; WASHINGTON

* __

22 Chairman

23 ATTEST:

~TED TUT

26 APPROVED this __________ day ~TE): A &~9L-~~25 , 1975.

27

28 King County Executive

29

30

31

32

33



John D. Speilman ~
~ CountyExecutlvo

~ King County Courthouse
~L~J~/A~ Seattle, Washington 98104

(206) 344-4040 /

December 24, 1975

Honorable Members
King County Council
BUILDING

Honorable Members:

During the past two years--since December of 1973 when state
laws and regulations regarding gamb1~g became effective and
ready for Countylocal option--my v~.ews on gambling in King
County have been stated to the Cou~ci1 many times. They
have not changed.

I still believe that punchboards and puiltabs are examples
of patent and ultimate consumer fraud, as stated in my veto
message of April 19, 1974. I still believe the Council is
acting completely contrary to the advisory ballot in which
the voters rejected not oniy punchboards and pulitabs, but
also commercial cardrooms, as stated in my veto message of
May 20, 1975. On that occasion the Council overrode my veto.

The Council has continually refused to exercise the local
option and prohibit commercial cardrooms, hcw~ier, and they
are, in fact, operating throughout the Cou~:ty. If I opted
to veto the Council’s latest gamblingmeasure, Ordinance
No. 2564,it would not result in prohibiting commercial
cardrooms, but rather in allowing them to continue operating
without being taxed.

I am therefore reluctantly returning Uidinance No. 2564 to
the Council unsigned; and calling upon ~he Council to recon
sider this matter after they are reorganized.


